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I. 
LE REGIME DU CARESME, confi- 


deré par rapport a la nature du corps & des 
alimens. En trois parties, ot l'on examine 
fe fentiment de ceux qui prétendent que les 
alimens maigres font plus convenables a 
VPhomme que la viande ; ot l’on traite a ce 
fujet de la qualite & de l'ufage des legumes, 
des herbages, des racines, des fruits, des 
poiffons, & ot l'on éclarcit plufieurs Quetti- 
ons touchant l’abftinence & le jetine, fuivant 
les principes de la Phyfique & de la Mede- 
cine; entre autres, fil’on doit defendre en 
Caréme lufage de la Macreufe & du Tabac. 
Par M. Nicolas Andry , Doéteur Regent de 
la Faculte de Medecine de Paris , Lecteur 
& Profeilor Royal. That is, The Regimen of 
Lent confidered with Re{pett to the Nature of the 
Body and Food, in Three Parts ; containing an en- 
gquiry into the Opinion of thofe who pretend that 
Lent-Food is more agreeable to Man than Flefh : 
An Examination of the Nature and Ufe of Pulfe, 
Herbs, Roots, Fruits, and Fifh ; with the Soluti- 
on of feveral Queftions concerning Abftinence and 
Fafting, according to the Principles of Phyfick 
and Natural Philofophy ; particularly of this 
Dueftion, Whether the ufe of Sea-ducks and To- 
bacco ought to be probibited in Lent. By Nico- 
las Andry , D. M@. Paris. Printed tor fobn 
Baptift Coignard,&c. 1710. m1 120. Pagg. 631. 


HECQUET publifh’d laft Year at Paris a 

M Book, Entitled , Traité des Difpenfes de Caréme 
° &e. ATreatife concerning Difpenfations im Lent, 
difcovering the groundlefs Pretences that are alledged to obtain 
them ; and fhewing by the Mechanifm of Human Body, that 
Lent- Food has a natural Affinity with the Nature of Man, and 
by Hiflory, Chymiftry, and Obfervation, that it is very whol- 
fome. The Dcfign of this Author is to fhew, That the 
Diet allowed in Lenr, fuch as Fifh, Fruits, Herbs, and 
Roots, is more Nourifhing and Fartening than Flefh, and 
betrer for the Prefervation of Health. M. dadry, being 
of a different Opinion, has carefully examin'd all his Ar- 
guments, and confuted his Syftem, This is a curious 





Subje& ; and we think an Account of M. Andry’s Book 
deferves to be imparted to the Publick. 

The Author, being convinced of the Neceffity of Dit 
folvents, undertakes to overthrow the Syftem of Tritura- 
tion, which is the Ground on which M. Hecqwer builds 
his Do&rine concerning the Preference of Lent-Food to 
Meat. The moft wholfome and nourifhing Aliments are 
thofe, which the Stomach digefts more perfectly ; be- 
caufe every Body is well nourifh’d as his Chyle is well 
prepared. This being fuppofed, M. Hecquet pretends to 
prove that Pulfe, Herbs, Roots; and Fruits are better 
digefted ; and to this end, lays down asa fundamental 
Maxim, That Digeftion is perform’d by Fri&ion, not by 
Ferments ; That the Aliments are , as it were , kneaded 
in the Stomach, by the extraordinary force of a Million 
of Fibres working upon it; and by the Aétion of the 
neighbouring Mufcles , efpecially thofe of the Abdomen, 
and Diaphragm, which allat once, like fo many Hands, 
grind and bruife the Aliments, till they are changed into 
a kind of thin Cream. Inthe next place, fuppofing that 
Lent-Food may be more eafily bruifed than Fleth, he con- 
cludes that it is alfo more ealily digefted. Thus the firft 
Reafon why M. Hecquer prefers Lent-Food to Fleth, is be. 
caufe Digeftion is only perform’d by Friftion. M, An- 
dry fhews the infufficiency of this Argument by Two 
Obfervations : Firft , becaufe fuppofing Digeftion to be 
perform’d by Fri&tion, it will not follow from thence 
that Lent-Food will be better digefted than other Ali- 
ments ; fince tender Meat may be much more ealily brui- 
fed than Stockfifh, Salmon, Oyfters, Roots, and many 
other forts of like Food. Secondly, becaufe ’tis not true 
that Digeftion is perform’d by Friction. 

Any one, who confiders the Mechanifm of the Body, 
will be fenfible that the Fibres of the Ventricle , and the 
Mufcles of the Abdomen and Diaphragm, cannot be like fo 
many Hands, that grind and bruife the Aliments, till they 
are changed into Chyle. This can’t be effected without 
fuppofing, that the Diaphragm and Mufcles of the 4bdo- 
men work upon the Stomach at one and the fame 

time : Which is not true ; for when the Mufcles of the 
Abdomen prefs the Stomach, the Diaphragm removes from 
it, and comes nearer the Lungs; and when the Diaphragm 
tends towards the Stomach, the Mufcles of the sbdomen 
remove from it ; otherwife Refpiration cou’d not be per. 
form'd. Befides, rhe ftrong Friftion, mention’'d by M. 
Hecquet, fuppofes that the Fibres of the Stomach and the 
neighbouring Mufcles work upon’one and the fame 
Particle in the comprefhien of the Aliments ; which is 
contrary to the Structure of the Stomach, Inthe fecond 
Place, this pretended Friétion of the Mutcles of rhe ss« 
domen wou'd be imprafticable in big-belly’'d Women, and 
dropfical People ; for the great.Efforts, that are afcribed 
to them, wou'd reach no farther than the Womb, or che 
Water lying in the Abdomen; and confequently Women 
big with Child, andtydropicks , wou'd be uncapable of 
ih bn. 




















































































20 M ay, 
Digeftion. Thirdly, there are many Effe&s, which can- 


not be explain’'d hy M. Hecgucs’s Syftem ; whereas they 
may eafily be accounted for by Fermentation. | 
Dogs can digeft whole Bones, or fuch as they have but 
imperfectly broke between their Teeth. How can this 
be explain’d by the Friction of their Stomach ? The Sto- 
mach, fays M. H-equet, has more Strength than the Jaws; 
but fuppofing this to be true, is it arm'd with Bones as 
the Jaws ? How then can it bruife Bones, and avoid be- 
ing wounded by them, when they are harp ? The Learn- 
ed M Brunner having one day diflected an Owl, found in 
its Stomach, ( befides feveral Parts of Frogs and Infe&s 
half diffolved,) the Thigh of a Frog, whofe Bone was 
almoft like Pafte inthe middle, whilft the Two Extremi- 
ties were ftill hard and entire : The middle Part of that 
Bone, fays the Author, was grown 1s thin as a Hair. This 
can’t be afcrib’d to the rubbing of the Stomach, fince the 
Two Extremities, which were more expofed to the fame 
Friction, remain’d entire. M. Brunner adds, that he made 
the fame Lifcovery ina Kite, and a large Serpent, which 
he difleted. However it be, Owls, Serpents, and Kites 
digeft the Pones of feveral Animals ; but their Scomach, 
if it be well confidered, will appear too thin a Membrane 
to bruife Bones: The Stomachs of Serpents are as thin 
asaSheet of Paper, as well as thofe of moft Reptiles, 
Fifhes, and Amphibious Creatures. A Child of Twelve 
Years of Age digefts better fome Meats, than a Man of 
Forty ; and yet the Friftion cannot be fo ftrong in a 
Child,fince the Fibres of the Stomach, the Mufcles of the 
Abdomen, and thofe of the Diaphragm,in a word, all his So- 
lid Parts ,are much weaker than thofe of a Man advanced in 
Years, Some digeft the hardeft and moft nervous Meat, and 
can hardly eat any Fruit without a Surfeit ; and yet Fruits 
may be more eafily bruifed. A Child,who {wallows whole 
Goofeberries, will fometimes void them entire, tho’ he be 
in perfe& Health. Where is then the wonderful Force of 
thofe Mulcles, which, like fo many Hands, grind and 
bruife the Aliments ? Thofe Effeéts can’t be explain’d by 
the Syftem of Trituration ; but M. Andry fhews they are 
eafily accounted for by that of Ferments ; fuppofing only 
the working of thofe Ferments to be help d by two Sorts 
of Gentle Motion in the Stomach. One of ’em pro- 
ceeds from Breathing; whereby the Stomach is alter. 
nately prefs’d and flacken’d: The other is natural to ir, 
and the Caufe of its Succeffive Contraction from one O. 
rifice to the other. For thofe two Sorts of Motion hel 
in a great meafure the Mixtyre of the Aliments wit 
the Ferments. M. Andry examines all the other Reafons 
alledged by M. Hecquet, in favour of Lent-Food; and 
fhews they are equally falfe and ftrain’d. Upon this Oc- 
cafion, he enquires whether Fruits were better before 
the Deluge? Whether the Waters, wherewith che Earth 
was overflown, made it lefs fertile 2? Whether it be true, 
That God order’d the firft Man to live only upon Fruits ? 
He fhews by the Scripture it felf, That it can’c be prov'd, 
that God forbad sdam to eat the Flefh of Animals ; and 
after feveral Reflexions upon this Subjest , he concludes, 
That the moft certain thing that can be faid upon 
it, is, that the Fact is uncertain. Afterwards he 
roceeds to a particular Examination of Lent-Food, and 
Saahats with Pulfe. He fays, M. Hecquet has no good Rea- 
fon to recommend Peafe, Beans, Lentils, and French Beans, 
as the lighteft Food, and of the eafieft Digeftion. He 
can't abide that this Author fhou’d cry them up as the 
moft proper Nourifhment to form the Milky Juice that 
makes Blood ; and that he fhou’d fay, they don’t ferment 
fo much as Meat. He maintains, that if we confult Ex- 
perience, Pulfe, far from being ealily digefted, requires 
the f{trongeft Stomachs ; and that none, but Country Peo- 
ple and Workmen, can frequently ufe that Sore of Food, 
without being the worfe for it. He obferves, that Beans 
are very prejudicial to People fubje& to the Cholick, or 
troubled with a Shortnefs of Breath. H:ppoerates {peaking 
of Beans, in the Second Book of Dict, fays, They 
{well and bind thofe that ufe them: And in order to ex- 
plain how they can produce this Effet, he adds, That 
the Wind, which they breed, proceeds from their Stop- 
ping the Paffages, and Preventing the Intercourfe of the 
Nutritive Juices. He further fays, That they are bind- 
ing, becaule they contain a great deal of Earthly Matter. 
Galen is of the fame Opinion with Hippocrates. M. Hee- 
quet Maintains, That Peale, Beans, and French Beans, are 
not capable of any Fermentation, and tnerefore cannot 
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diforder the Stomach. But M. <4ndry fays , any bocy 
may be corvince’d of the contiary, by an eafy Expeii. 
ment. If fome Peafe, Beans, or French Beans, te pounds 
ed feparately, and pvt into feveral Veflels well ftopp’d ; 
it will appear, after a certaintime, that each Pulte has 
confiderably fermented ; fince an unpleafant and ftron 
Smell will immediately arife from it. Thofe who defire 
to be more fully convinc’d that this fort of Pulle terments 
in the Stomach, need only mix it witha little Spittle, 
and then put it into Veffels, as has been faid. 

Lentils, fo much cry’d up by M Hecquer , are as courfe 
a Food as Beans: They produce a Melancholy Blocd, 
make the Head and Eyes heavy , and are dangerous to 
Men of Letters. ’Tis true, a Deco&ion of Lentils loofens 
the Belly ; but Lentils themfelves never produced a good 
Effet, whatever the Arabick Phyficians, who have intro- 
duced but too many Errors iato Phyfick , may fay to the 
contrary. The Author concludes what he fays about 
Pulfe with this Obfervation ; That on fome Occafions 
the Ufe of it proves very dangerous, H’ppecrates tells us, 
that feveral Inhabitants of a Town of Thrace, both Men 
and Women, who lived upon Pulfe for fome time, loft 
the Ufe of their Limbs , and cou’d not be cured. Noe 
to mention what the Author fays about Roots and Herbs, 
we fhall only obferve, that he is very much difpleafed 
when M. Hecquet affirms, in order to fhew the Excellency 
of Cabbages, that they afforded the Romans for the Space 
of Six hundred Years all their Remedies, and were their 
only Medicine, either to preferve their Health, or to 
cure all their Diftempers. M. Hecquer pretends, that the 
Romans, during that time, when Luxury and good 
Cheer were not yet known among them, owed their 
Health to their Frugality, rather than to Cabba- 
ges. 

After feveral other Reflexions, the Author examines 
whether it be true, as M. Hecquet wou'd have it, that 
Roots, and fome other Aliments uled in Lent , are con- 
trary to Chaftity. M. Heequet fays, among other Things, 
that all Roots ought to be prohibited upon Faft-Days, at 
a Collation, or Light Supper , becaufe they are diuretick ; 
and whatever is diuretick, by carrying the Blood to the 
lower Parts, excites Paffions, produces Lewd Defires,éc. 
But M. Andry fhews , tis not the diuretitk Quality of 
any Food, that enables it to raife Paffions ; and proves it, 
by obferving that fome Diureticks, far from Exciting 
Paffions, fupprefs them entirely. Whereupon he men- 
tions the Agnus Caffus, one of the moft powerful Reme- 
dies again{t Incontinence ; and yet’tis a Diuretick, which 
(to ule M. Hecquet’s own Words,) carries Blood to the 
lower Parts with fuch Violence , that it provokes Urine, 
and even the Menftrual Blood of Women. He adds, thac 
among thofe Plants that are faid to be contrary to Chafti« 
ty, fome, far from being diuretick, ftop the Urine; as 
the Rocket, for inftance. From whence the Author con- 
cludes , that M. Hecquet wou'd fill the Confcience of his 
Readers with panick Fears. 

M. Andry’s Obfervations upon Fifh, make a confidera- 
ble Article. He pretends that this Food is full of an in- 
fipid and watery Juice ; and that no Juice is fo favoury 
and fubftantial as that of Flefh; that Fith is bad for the 
Obftructions of the Spleen or Liver, for Catharrs, Drop- 
fies, Gc. He examines all the Reafons alledged by M. 
Hecquet in Favour of Fith to the Prejudice of Fleth , and 
fhews they are far from being convincing. He juttifies 
the Ufe of Sea-Ducks, Tortoifes, and fome other Am- 
phibious Animals, in Lent; and proves, that M. Hecquet 
isin the wrong, when he fays, that the Faithful fhou’d 
abftain from them upon Fafting-Days. This Writer 
tells us, that the Queftion is only , whether Sea-Ducks, 
and other Amphibious Animals, are Fifh, or not. He 
undertakes to fhew that they are not Fith; and concludes 
that therefore they ought not to be allow’d upon Fatting~ 
Days. M. Andry maintains that the Queftion is nor, 
whether thofe Amphibious Animals are Fifh; but whee 
ther they fufficiently partake of the Nature of Fifh, to 
be reckon’d Part of Lent-Food : The rather, becaufe M. 
Hecquet allows the Eating of Frogs in Lent, tho’ he takes 

em to be no Fifh. Our Author obferves, that the pecu- 
liar Chara&ter of Fifh, and all Animals partaking of the 
Nature of Fith, is to have but little Sulphur, and many 
Saline Particles in their Blood; whereas the Blood of 
common Birds and four-foored Beafts, abounds more 
with Sulphur ; which, being mixed with the Nitrous Pars 
ticles 
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ticles of Air, makes their Blood a great deal warmer. He 
adds, that any one, who will give himfelf the Trouble 
to confider the Blood of a Sea-Duck and that of a Wild 
Duck, the Blood of a Tortoife and that of a Calf, will 
find , according to thefe Principles, that there isa vaft 
Difference between Sea-Ducks and Wild Ducks, between 
a Tortoife anda Calf, &c. M. Hecquet fays, there are few 
Animals, whofe Flefh abounds more with Volatils than 
that of Tortoifes: The Reafon he gives for it is, That 
a Tortoife cut in Pieces will move 24 Hours: From 
whence he infers, that the Uie of Tortoifes ought notto 
be ailow’d in Lent. M. Andry anfwers, That tho’ a 
Tortoife cut in pieces moves {till for a long time, it 
does not follow from thence that it abounds with Vola- 
tils ; becaufe that Motion may proceed from Super- 
abundant Fixed Particles, which hinder the Volatil, tho’ 
never fo few, from Evaporating. This, fays he, appears 
the more probable, becaufe the coldeft Animals , fuch as 
Snails, Worms, Frogs, Fifhes, dc. when divided, move 
a longer time than other Animals. A Frog, whofe 
Heart has been pluck’d out, will neverthelefs {wim for 
a long time ; whilit a Bird can hardly live fome Minutes 
without it. An Eel, or a Carp, divided into feveral Pie- 
ces, will move longer than a Chicken after the Neck is 
cut, The Author adds, That the Texture of rhe Organs 
of a Tortoife, may alfo very much contribute to the 
Motion of that Animal, when alive, and after it has 
been divided into Pieces. Whereupon he quotes M. 
Baglivi , who fays in his Book de Fibra motrice, That if 
Tortoifes, which are extraordinarily large in fome Coun- 
tries, and whofe Shells are in proportion very heavy, 
move their Bodies eafily , tho’ their Blood be cold, and 
has but few Spirits; ’tis becaufe the Strength of cheir 
Motion does not fo much proceed from Animal Spirits, 
as from the fteady Spring of their Parts. M. Andry ap- 
plies to Sea-Ducks and Otters what he fays of Tortoifes. 
But M. Hecquet objects, that Tortoifes are good for Con- 
fumptive People. That very thing, fays our Author, 
fhews they have but few Volatil Particles ; fince a Con. 
fumption rather proceeds from Juices that are too Vola. 
til, than from thofe that are too much fixed ; and there- 
fore this Diftemper is more frequent among young Peo. 
ple than among others. Which is the Reaion why a Ju- 
dicious Phyfician willtake Care not to give Volatils to 
Phthifical People ; but on the contrary, will endeavour 
to curb the A@ion of Volatils, and find out a way, 
whereby the Juices, that are carried to the feveral Parts, 
may continue in them a fufficient time for their Nourifh- 
ment. Now this is frequently effe&ed, by Nourifhing 
Confumptive People with Tortoifes: Which thews, 
that the Flefh of thofe Amphibious Animals contains a 
Juice, which eafily thickens in the Veficles of the Fibres, 
And therefore, tho’ a Tortoife moves a long time after 
it has been cut into pieces , it can be no Proof of its be-« 
ing full of Volatils ; or elfe it muft be owned, that Frogs 
contain a great Quaatity of ’em, fince they {wim a long 
time after their Hearts have been pluck’d out. The Author 
proceeds to examine Milk, Burter, Salt, Onions, Gar- 
lick , and feveral other Ingredients ufed in Lent; and 
makes Curious Remarks upon them. In the next place 
he obferves, That if the Nature of our Bodies be well 
confider’d , it cannot be faid that People are bound to 
keep the Fafts appointed by the Church, as foon as they 
begin to be Marriageable ; viz. Boys at Fourteen Years 
of Age, and Girls at Twelve ; as M. Hecquet affirms. 
But above all, he diflikes this Author’s General Afferti- 
on, That People troubled with the Gravel ought to keep 
Lent; and the Reafon alledg’d by him to prove it, viz, 
That Evacuating Remedies, fuch as Bleeding and Pur- 
ging, being good for People fubje& to the Gravel, "tis a 
Sign that Fafting, far from being prejudicial to them, 
muft needs dothem good : This Argument, I fay , ap- 
ears to M. Andry inconfiftent with the Principles of 
Sond Phyfick, for Two Reafons. Firft, Becaufe ’tis not 
true, that Bleeding and Purging are very good for People 
troubled with the Gravel: Secondly, Becaufe ’tis as 
great an Error to believe , that if Bleeding and Purging 
are good for one Diftemper , the Lent-Faft will likewife 
be good for it. He proves this at large; and then 


fhews, That the Blood of People troubled with the Gra- 
vel can never be too much foften’d ; and that Fafting is 
the worft om ie can be prefcribed them. 

proceeds to the Confideration of Lj. 


Afterwards 
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31 
and fhews the Wéake 
nefs of M. Hecquet’s Arguments to prove , That Perfons 


bound to live in Celibacy , fuch as Monks and Clergy- 
men, fhou’d not be allowed even a moderate Ufe of 


uors, fuch as Water, Wine, ce. 
q 


Wine. Towards the End of the Book, he enters upon 
an exaé&t Dilcuflion of the Reafons alledged by M. Hecquer, 
to fhew that Smells are nourifhing ; and that Tobacco, 
having a Smell, is inconfiftene wich Fafting, unlefs it be 
taken immediately before Meals. There is at the Fnd of 
this Work a Letrer, wherein the Author treats of feveral 
Points relating to Lent-Cedations, and clears Father Tho- 
mafjin of a grols Error in Morality, charged upon him by 
M. Hecquet. 


Gee 
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CONSIDERAZIONI di BI A- 
GIO GAROFALO intorno 2 La 
Poefia degli Ebrei e dei Greci, al S. & 
B. P. Clemente XI. Pontefice Maffimo. 
Part. I. Rome, z# 4to, pagg. 212. 


‘THE Italians want no Advantages neceflary to the 

Improvement of any kind of Literature. They 
have a Genius for Hiftory, and the Beles Letrres ; and are 
not interrupted by Foreign Wars, or Domettick Factions. 
In the midft of a profound Leafure, they ftand pofleft of 
the fineft Libraries in Europe, Thofe of Rome, Milan, and 
Florence, befides many others, would furnifh vaft Materi« 
als, ‘Tis not therefore for want of Capacity, but En- 
couragement, that they make no grester Figure in the 
Commonwealth of Learning. The Mecenas’s are as few 
as their Princes and Prelates are numerous. ‘Tis in vain 
then to expect the Return of fuch an Age as that where'n 
the Viéforius’s, the Bembo’s, the Sadolet’s, and many other 
Great Men procured fo much Glory to the Italian Name. 
However, ao Books have appeared of late which de. 
ferve Efteem, and may raife our Expe€tation of feeing 
Learning again flourifh in that Country. Among feveral 
others, Mr. Garofalo has publith’d an ingenious Treatife, 
in which he undertakes to prove, that the Ancient Poetry 
of the fews did not confift in meafur’d Verfes, as fome 
have imagin’d, but in a certain harmonious Cadence, at- 
tended with Rhyme.M. /e Clerc had the fame Thought be 
fore, as it appears by a Differtation publith’d by him upon 
this Subjeé&, in the IX. Tome of the Bibliotheque Univere 
Selle. . Garofala having treated of Speech in general, 
and defin’d after what manner it ought to repretent the 
Thoughts , enters upon the Hebrew Tongue, in which, 
fays he, the natural Order is preferv'’d, by placing the 
Nominative firft, the Verb nexr, and Be “adhe: A the Cafe ; 
all which are frequently tran{pos’d in the Greek and Latin. 
The Author from hence concludes the difficulty of ma- 
king meafur'd Verfes in Hebrew, and confirms it by the 
Method conftantly obferv'’d in the Conftruétion of Ad- 
verbs, Subftantives, Pronouns, ce, 

If in fome places the Rhyme is not to be found, M. 
Garofalo thinks we have good Reafon to fufpect the Mi- 
ftakes of Copifts. 

To thow by fenfible Proofs, that the Hebrew Poetry is 
in Rhyme, he produces the beginning of the Songs of 
Mofes in the 15 Chapter of Exodus, and the 32 of Deuteros 
nomy, that of Numbers 21, 17. the beginning of the 
Songs of Deborah , and Hannah, of the 3. 4. 29. 31. 33. 
Pfaims, of the Song of Songs, Lamentations of Joremiah,and 
of the Songs of Jonas, and Habakkuk. 

The Author makes general Remarks on the feveral Pie- 
ces of Poetry mention’d by him, in which he difplays a 
great Knowledge not only in Languages, but in Philofo- 
phy and Divinity, befides a great Reading of the beft Au- 
thors. 

His Reflexions upon the Greek Poetry are dedicated to 
Donna Flaminia Borghefe,a Lady, no doubt, of great Learn- 
ing, fince fhe underftands not only the Greek Poets , but 
alfo the Modern thilofophy , and that in fucha degree of 
a » as would raife the Reputation of many 

en. 
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This Differtation contains the fineft Paflages of the 

Greek Poets, with curious Obfervations on their Senti- 
ments and way of Writing. TheAuthor difcourfes of = 
pheus,Homer,Hefiod, Pindar, and the Lyrick Poetry ; of t : 
Nature of Paftorals; of Theocritus, Bion, and Mofchus ; o 
Comedy, and the Poet Arifophanes ; which gives him oc- 
cafion to make a Learned Digreffion concerning the Phi- 
lofophy of Anaxagoras. Ac laft he treats of Tragedy, and 
of the Poets £fchylus, Sophocles, and Euripides. He fhows 
the Beauty of their Thoughts, and the Elegancy of oe 
Expreffions ; and by way of Comparifon, points out from 
what Fountain the Jtalians have extracted the brighteft 
Images of their Poetry. For Example, Ariofto in his Or- 
Lando furiofo furnifhes the Moon with Inhabitants. Thefe 
are his Words. 

Altri frumi, altri laghi, altre campagne 

Sono la fu, che non fon qui tra nai ; 

Altri piani, altre valli, altre montagne, 

Cha le citadi, banuoi caftcli fust, 

Con cafe, delle quai mai le piu magne 

Non vide Paladin prima, ne poi ; 

E vi fon’ ampie e folitarie felve, 

Dove le Ninf egnor caccian le belve. 

M. Garofalo can’t believe that Ariofto hie upon this 
Thought by chance. He thinks, not without Rcaton, 
that the Poet took it from Orpheus. There are fome Ver- 

fes of Orpheus, quoted by Clemens Alexandrinus and Pro- 
clus, wherein {peaking of the Maker of All Things, he 
fays: , 

Mizar JS’ adany yaiay dmieetey, &c. 
He formed another Earth ( befides that which we inhabit ) 
of a great Extent, which the Gods call Selene, (the Moon, ) 
and Men, Mene, (a Name that fignifies the fame thing, ) 
which contains many Mountains, Cities, and Houfes. 

The Reader will find in this Book feveral judicious Re- 
ficétions concerning the Origin of Fables. The Author 
fhews how prejudicial they were to Religion and Hifto- 
ry; and how they may be explain’d by the Phenician 
Language. His Digreflion upon a Comedy of Ariftopha- 
nes, wherein he explains the Opinions of Anaxagoras, 
difcovers his Learning , and the Ufefulnefs of this 
Work. 





—— 


Il. 


A PASSAGE of the laf Will of the 
late Archbifbop of Reimes, dated at Paris 
Novemb. 5. 1709. whereby he leaves his 
Library to the Abbey of St. Genevieve. 


T HE Library of the late Archbifhop of Reims , one 
of the moft Curious in France, is well known to the 
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Publick, fince the Catalogue has been printed many Years 
ago. We have thought fit to infert here that Part of his 
laft Will, wherein he difpofed of it in favour of the Ab- 
bey of St. Genevieve. 


** Tdefign’d at firftto leave my Library to my Nephew, 
the Abbot de Louvew ; but after fome RefleGions, I 
thought it would be of no ufe, but rather troublefome 
to him, becaufe he has the Honour to be Library. 
Keeper to the King. ’Tis a large and very curious 
Collection of Books, which I have made with great 
Expence and Pleafure, for the {pace of almoft Fifty 
Years. "ITwere great pity thofe Books fhould be di. 
fperfed, as they would certainly be after my Death. 
This Confideration moves me to beftow them up- 
on a Society well qualified to make ufe of ’em, and co 
preferve them for the Publick Service. 


“* Wherefore I leave and bequeath them to the Religi- 
ous of the Abbey of St. Genevieve in this City, Regu- 
lar Canons of St. Auguftin , of the Congregation of 
France. I have a due Eitteem for that Congregation; 
and am glad to give this Mark of my Afteétion for 
them, and Father Polinier, who isnow their moft wor- 
thy General. 1 defire the faid Father Polinier, and Fa- 
ther de Riberolles, now Prior of the faid Abbey of St. 
Genevieve, or thofe who fhall fucceed them , to caufe, 
immediately after my Deceafe, all the Books of my 
{aid Library to be placed , all at once, in the fecond 
Part of their Library, the Shelves and Wainfcote where. 
of have been made by the Direétion of Father Polinier, 
during the Three laft Years of his being Prior of the 
faid Abbey. 


“ T defire the Abbot,when I am dead, to caufe Prayers 
to be faid for the Repofe cf my Soul, through the 
whole Congregation. 


“ TI bequeath the Marble-Bufto of the late Chancellor, 
my Father, to the faid Religious of St. Genevieve, to 
be fet up by them in the fame place, where I defire all 
my Books fhou'd be placed. 


It were to be wifh’d, that forne Lovers of Learning in 
Great Britain, who have large Libraries , would imitate 
the Archbifhop of Reims, and confecrate them to the 
Publick Ufe , when Death deprives ’em of thofe Trea- 
fures. A large and univerfal Library, for the Benefit of 
the Publick , is anOrnament wanting to this Great and 
Wealthy City. 











PARTS. 


Fourmont, a great Admirer of Rabbinical Learn. 
« ing, has publifh’d a Second Letter againft the 
Commentary of Father Ca/met upon Genefis; wherein he 
blames ftill that Author for exprefling fo great a Con- 
tempt for the Rabbins. He maintains, that there are not 
fo many wrong Interpretations in the Works of the Jew- 
ifh ors, as there are in the Commentaries of Catho- 
lick Writers. 


Lettres ad M.** ** furle Commentaire du P. Calmet fur la 
Genefe , ot Von tromvera des Differtations Critiques contre les 
Notes de ce {cavant Benedifin, Des explications nouvelles fur 
un grand Nombre de Paffages, © la folution de plufieurs dif- 
Rreulsex. de T Ecriture Sainte. Seconde Lettre, fur la manicre 


de prouver la Creation par la Genefe. L’ om examine a ce Sue 


jet plufieures Paffages del Ancien & du Nowveau Teftament, des 


Peres, des Rabbins, des Poetes, GO des Philofophes. Par M. 
Fourmont, Chex Jean Mufier, &c. 1710. in 120. page. 
122. 


Three Volumes in 120. of New Letters, written by 
the Count de Buffy, with the Anfwers, have been lately 
printed. The firft Letters of that Polite Writer were 
very favourably received by the Publick; and ’tis likely 
thele will meet with as good a Reception. 


AMSTERDAM. 


M Le Clere defigns to publifh 2 new Edition of Theo- 
e phrafius’s Characters. He will add fome few 
Notes of his own to thofe of Ca/aubon. 
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